
From: "Brown, Leah" <Brown.Leah@epa.gov>
To: "Croxton, David" <Croxton.David@epa.gov>

"Zell, Christopher" <zell.christopher@epa.gov>
CC: "Mann, Laurie" <mann.laurie@epa.gov>

Date: 10/20/2017 12:51:43 PM
Subject: RE: INTERNAL and DELIBERATIVE - draft Deschutes Briefing Paper for Dan and Jim

Attachments: Deschutes TMDL NOI Briefing_draft 10162017_LB.docx

Hi Chris,
 
Thanks so much for putting this together. My thoughts, along with options, are attached. I’m not sure if this is the only 
briefing paper we’ll be using or if there’s a second recommendation paper that will be forthcoming, so let’s touch base 
on that when you get a chance.
 
I have a few other questions, but looks like we have time scheduled for early next week, so I’ll wait until then.
 
Have a great weekend,
 
Leah
 
From: Croxton, Dave 
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 11:03 AM
To: Zell, Christopher ; Brown, Leah 
Cc: Mann, Laurie 
Subject: RE: INTERNAL and DELIBERATIVE - draft Deschutes Briefing Paper for Dan and Jim
 
HI Chris,
Well-written document. I have some minor edits in red in the first 3 pages.  

thanks
 
From: Zell, Christopher 
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 2:14 PM
To: Brown, Leah <Brown.Leah@epa.gov>; Croxton, Dave <Croxton.David@epa.gov>
Cc: Mann, Laurie <mann.laurie@epa.gov>
Subject: INTERNAL and DELIBERATIVE - draft Deschutes Briefing Paper for Dan and Jim
 
ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE
 
Your input, perspectives, and ‘smithing’ is requested at your earliest convenience J.
 
Thank you,
 
Chris
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To be determined following identification of recommendation.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







 

 

move forward. No good reason for 

putting things off. The TMDL should 

have addressed nutrients even if data 

were not perfect. 

(13) TMDL does not justify in-stream 

sediment fines target. How does in-

stream fine targets align with WQS? 

(14) Ecology is hesitant to address Capitol 

Lake because of benefits as sediment 

trap, better than a muddy estuary, 

expensive infrastructure changes (Lake 

outlet works, MS4, LOTT facility).   

(15) Checkpoint approach used in 

Columbia dioxin TMDL is an appealing 

large watershed approach. 

(16) Ecology should not get credit for a 

TMDL when the allocations do not 

resolve the DO and nutrient issue. 

(17) Margin of safety and antidegradation 

section is confusing 

(18) Would be willing to consider 

temperature carve out of NCC 

remand. TMDLs for DO, pH should not 

move forward until Budd Inlet is 

completed. Opinion on sediment was 

limited. 

 

 




